Since 1946, the UN Security Council has issued over 2000 resolutions, the bulk of which directly address threats to international peace and security. While many of these resolutions relate to renewals of peacekeeping mandates in post-conflict environments, others pertain to the UN's role as a conflict manager in the midst of hostilities. In contrast to the rich and growing literature on third-party peacekeeping, less research has focused on how the UN's involvement during conflicts shapes the durability of peace afterward. In the language of Boutros Boutros-Ghali's "An Agenda for Peace," this paper addresses how the UN's role as peacemaker affects its roles as peacekeeper and peacebuilder. The UN is a complex aggregation of state and bureaucratic interests and faces at least three hurdles in trying to enhance enduring stability and peace. First, the free rider problem, which is most pronounced when the most powerful states do not much benefit from sustained involvement, contributes to myopia in the use of heavy-handed interventions such as military deployments and sanctions. These actions can impede the ability for the disputants to identify and reach a self-1 As discussed below, the definition of an armed conflict comes from the Uppsala/PRIO Armed Conflict Data.
sustaining settlement when there is insufficient follow through. Second, coordination problems can arise in handing off peacemaking activities from actors in the Secretariat to the Security Council, organs that are dominated by different constellations of interests, when post-conflict security guarantees and continuous engagement are needed. Third, explicit attempt by the UNSC to produce peace and stability makes it susceptible to the problem of cheap talk when it proclaims its concerns.
This paper characterizes these problems in theory and, using original data on Security Council resolutions, the empirical evidence tests the observable implications and generally confirms the theoretical arguments. A few conclusions follow. The results indicate that the UN can succeed as a short-term peacemaker, particularly when it relies on diplomatic engagement and sanctions.
However, when there is not adequate follow through in the form of peacekeeping, the UN struggles to improve the long-term prospects of peace in part because it tends to promote stop-gap ceasefire resolutions. With peacekeeping, active UN involvement during conflict can promote long-term stability. Half measures such as condemnations have little effect on the stability of peace.
The analysis here allows the literatures on conflict management and peacekeeping, which for the most part have been distinct, to speak to each other. A growing number of studies have assessed whether and how third-party peacekeeping is able to stabilize post-conflict relationships (Beardsley 2011b; Sambanis 2000, 2006; Fortna 2004a Fortna ,b, 2008 Walter 2002) . While third parties might do well on average as peacekeepers, their involvement often does not start at the end of a conflict and their success is likely affected by what third parties are doing during conflict. The peacekeeping literature, however, is mostly separate from the conflict management literature that has focused on mediation, humanitarian interventions and legal dispute resolution.
It is prudent to consider how outside involvement during conflict can shape dynamics after conflict. Extant studies that have assessed how third-party involvement during conflict affects the duration of peace have focused primarily on mediation (Beardsley 2008 (Beardsley , 2011a Gartner and Bercovitch 2006) . Diehl, Reifschneider and Hensel (1996) is a notable study that has considered whether UN involvement of various types during crises can increase post-crisis stability, but their results are for the most part indeterminate and are specific to the interstate context. We still need greater insight into whether the UN, when it intervenes in both interstate and intrastate conflicts, can foster an environment conducive to durable peace. Toward this end, this paper attempts to reach a better understanding of when the UN can prevent conflict relapse from occurring and when it can actually enable a faster return to conflict.
The UN as Conflict Manager and Three Hurdles to Sustainable Peace
Before turning to the barriers that the UN must overcome to facilitate durable conflict resolution, we must consider how it is that the UN Security Council attempts to foster peace in a positive way. I distinguish between three mechanisms that the UN uses in the midst of violent conflict.
The first mechanism involves the use of coercive leverage, including soft forms such as "naming and shaming" and harder forms such as sanctions, humanitarian military intervention and peace enforcement.
2 The use of leverage can be considered as a vehicle to alter the relative attractiveness of peaceful settlement when compared to the costs of ongoing hostilities. A second mechanism relates to security guarantees; it involves the tangible manipulation of the security environment 
Overcommitment of Leverage
Existing studies that have considered how third-party conflict management can affect the duration of peace after conflict indicate that heavy-handed involvement might do well in producing immediate results but can also weaken the ability for the disputants to reach a self-enforcing peace (Beardsley 2008 (Beardsley , 2011a Betts 2001; Kuperman 2001; Luttwak 2001; Rauchhaus 2009; Werner and Yuen 2005) . Related, Greig and Diehl (2005) posit that peacekeepers decrease the incentives for disputants to fully settle their grievances. The principal issue across these studies is that third parties can disrupt the ability for the primary stakeholders in a dispute to fully buy into a peaceful arrangement. This particularly applies to the use of third-party leverage and security guarantees, which artificially make the environment at the time of settlement more conducive to peace and thereby increase the potential for the disputants to be dissatisfied again later when the third party's influence is no longer in the picture.
Strong action by the UN Security Council is especially prone to encourage post-conflict arrangements that depend too much on constant third-party pressure. For, when the Security Council is unified in pushing for peace, it has the potential to marshall considerable incentives for the disputants to at least temporarily stop fighting. That is, when the Security Council devotes major resources to a conflict, primarily in the form of peacekeeping and peace enforcement deployments or sanctions, sufficient consensus must exist among the P-5. Moreover, such action is only possible when an expectation exists that enough states, whether in the P-5 or not, will be able to fund a mission, staff a mission or implement sanctions. In short, general consensus among the international community is the key motivator for major UN mission deployments and sanctions. Under the weight of such outside influence, the belligerents in conflict are more likely to adopt short-term solutions that would not be mutually acceptable in the absence of such pressure. This might occur because the mission deployments and sanctions temporarily inflate the costs of belligerence or because mission deployments can bring aid and assistance on which the actors become dependent.
In the long run, such peace is likely to be fragile because the key stakeholders in the dispute are only responding to the outside pressure and not actually reaching a self-enforcing accord.
The ability for UNSC actions of sanctions and military force to leverage the combatants toward peaceful arrangements is only part of the story, however. Leverage itself does not create a problem for long-term peace. The difficulty in realizing long-term peace from heavy-handed UNSC action is really a problem of the post-conflict environment, when such leverage is used and then abandoned prematurely once hostilities have abated. Since peace and stability produce benefits that are enjoyed by states other than those that are producing them, the logic of collective action suggests that there will be a free rider problem in the provision of sustained leverage. Once some semblance of peace has been achieved in a conflict, it becomes difficult for the actors in the international community that are responsible for contributing the leverage-the UNSC in this case-to sustain it and tailor it to the fostering of self-enforcing peace. Third parties with many interests around the globe often have strong incentives to push for a reduction in violence in various conflicts, but they have much less incentive to patiently cultivate a stable long-term relationship between adversaries that is more than just the superficial attenuation of hostilities. The great powers responsible for authorizing and financing strong UNSC action are especially susceptible to a myopic use of leverage.
The free-rider problem inherent in the production of peace and stability, especially in areas that are not crucial to the well being of the most powerful states, can lead to UNSC engagement that proves fleeting because sufficient interest to continue costly action is unsustainable. The substantial heterogeneity of preferences among the most powerful states who must also constantly address new pressing matters that require attention and resources can lead to fickle UNSC conflict management. The expectation, therefore, is that UN action during conflict that involves military force or sanctions will tend to foster only short-term peace that then attenuates and becomes more fragile in the long run.
Leverage Hypothesis: Compared to conflicts without any UN involvement, UN involvement with mission deployments or sanctions will produce post-conflict peace stability only in the short term.
Coordination
A second difficulty that third parties face when managing conflicts is coordinating responsibilities for constant engagement after the disputants reach a settlement. In the face of concerns related to the implementation of post-conflict peace settlements, peacemakers doing the UN's diplomatic engagement may need to resort to promises of monitoring or tangible security guarantees in order to move the negotiations forward. Whether such post-settlement implementation assistance is actually authorized and executed depends on the coordination between the UN actors that are trying to de-escalate the conflict-often actors within the Secretariat that have strong preferences for peace and that are shielded from strong state interests-and those that are needed for decisive action during the implementation phase-typically state powers.
Moreover, even when the UN is involved without promising security guarantees, some level of follow-up can be important to maintaining peace. For instance, when a UN body is helpful in improving information flows between combatants, abbreviated involvement in the future can make the benefits of that involvement only temporary because the clarity that was gained has decreasing relevance to future states of affairs. Over time, preferences and relative strengths change, which means that information gained during conflict will lose its value as time passes. To ensure that UN peacemaking activities have a more lasting effect, coordination between involvement during conflict and involvement after conflict must be smooth.
Such coordination when different principals are involved can be quite difficult. Crocker, Hampson and Aall (1999) stress that multiparty mediators face substantial difficulties during the transition from peacemaking to peacebuilding. UN diplomatic engagement during armed conflict episodes is particularly prone to the coordination problem and thus can struggle to produce long-term peace.
Since actors such as the Secretary-General, special envoys or ad-hoc committees, which consist of international civil servants, neither well represent the interests in the UNSC nor dictate UNSC action, it is easy for the transition from the UN's diplomatic involvement during conflict to its involvement after conflict to be awkward and inconsistent. When follow-up is needed, the UNSC may simply decide that such action is not worth the expense and effort, or certain members of the P-5 may block action that conflicts with their foreign policy objectives. In this regard, Beardsley (2011a) finds that mediation under the auspices of the UN, and League of Nations before it, has produced post-conflict peace durations that became more fragile than when other mediators were involved. The expectation here is that UNSC involvement related to diplomatic initiatives without the use of leverage will, to the extent that it facilitates the reduction of hostilities in the short run, also struggle to improve the prospects for a more durable peace.
Diplomatic Engagement Hypothesis: Compared to conflicts without any UN involvement, UN involvement with diplomatic engagement will produce post-conflict peace stability only in the short term.
Cheap Talk
Separately, a number of studies have considered how intermediaries must wrestle with the problem of cheap talk, where mere external recommendations for peace are not sufficient to change the incentives for the disputing parties to reach an agreement. In light of the cheap talk problem, some studies in the literature have considered the need for bias (Kydd 2003; Savun 2008) , impartiality (Favretto 2009; Kydd 2006; Rauchhaus 2006) , leverage (Beardsley, Quinn, Biswas and Wilkenfeld 2006; Bercovitch and Gartner 2006; Favretto 2009; Smith and Stam 2003; Wilkenfeld, Young, Quinn and Asal 2005) or legally binding resolution (Gent and Shannon 2010; Mitchell and Hensel 2007) .
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One general theme in this literature is that a strong third-party preference for peace without the use of inducements lacks a means of changing the disputants' preferences in choosing whether to concede or challenge, in whether to escalate or de-escalate. Disputants simply will not heed any advice, warnings or admonishments from third parties that have an incentive to say whatever it takes to get the actors to back down and that are unable to contribute anything more than words.
UN Security Council resolutions that call for peace or that condemn noncompliant parties are prone to convey bias toward peace and thus will frequently be unable to overcome credibility problems associated with cheap talk. This preference for peace stems partly from the notion that the UNSC is involved in the production of the imperfect public goods of peace and stability. That is, the UN was founded by the P-5 states as a vehicle to help promote stability in the international system, and that organizational mission still motivates much of the UNSC activity. Beardsley and Schmidt (2012) find that the UN is more likely to intervene in those international crises that are most threatening to human security and international stability. The mere call for peace and issuance of condemnations should in most cases reveal very little to the combatants about whether seeking a peaceful resolution is prudent because the combatants would have expected such calls from a third party that simply wants peace.
Moreover, since token gestures of concern are rather easy to pass in UNSC resolutions, mere calls for action are not likely to convey much information about the willingness of the international community to intervene in more substantive ways that could actually entice the disputants to change their course. Again, the disputants would have expected the UNSC to issue some call for peace even if it is not resolute in authorizing more meaningful action later. UNSC resolutions that simply call for peace or condemn violence thus face two credibly problems: they are often unable to credibly convey the prudence of concessions and they are often unable to credibly convey the willingness of the international community to become more substantively involved.
Peacemaking activities that involve diplomatic engagement by the Secretary General, special envoys or committees also face the cheap-talk problem from having bias toward peace. The Secretariat is a large bureaucracy that self-selects personnel who are interested in pursuing peace and it needs to justify its existence by upholding the goals in the founding charter. Despite such bias toward peace, such diplomatic engagement still has some potential to improve conflict bargaining.
The Secretary General and special representatives of the UN will have less of a problem being impartial than Security Council statements, and impartiality has been shown in some studies to improve the ability for third parties to facilitate truth telling and trust building (Favretto 2009; Kydd 2006; Rauchhaus 2006) . As the bureaucracy of a nearly universal organization, this precludes an "us versus them" partial approach to conflict management. Moreover, diplomatic engagement itself often involves much more than third-party discussions with the disputants; it can also help provide political cover and credible promises of future security guarantees (Beardsley 2011a ).
So, even though UN representatives that are substantively involved diplomatically must grapple with the inherent cheap-talk problem in their involvement, they do have means to occasionally overcome it and contribute to at least short-term peace. The stronger expectation discussed above is for mere Security Council statements to be especially uninformative. This produces a hypothesis that will be examined-with the understanding that hypothesis testing is limited in being able to confirm a null relationship.
Half-Measures Hypothesis: Compared to conflicts without any UN involvement, UN involvement that lacks substantive engagement will have no effect on the stability of post-conflict peace.
Mitigating Factor: Peacekeeping
The above are expectations of when the UN is likely to fail to heighten the long-term durability of peace, but are there situations in which the UN might actually improve the prospects for lasting peace? Peacekeeping missions, particularly multidimensional ones with peacebuilding components, should provide a key means by which to clear each of the above hurdles. When peacekeepers follow up on strong Security Council leverage, the international community can maintain the incentives for peace that were in place at the time the conflict episode ended. In other words, peacekeeping can provide enforcement to prevent the adversaries from backsliding while trying to implement a fragile agreement (Walter 2002) . Separately, peacebuilding activities during a peacekeeping mission can provide a bridge from the environment in which the conflict was settled to a self-enforcing peace. Doyle and Sambanis (2006) have shown that such multidimensional peacekeeping is an essential part of fostering an environment in which peace becomes robust and secure. By especially building up the dispute-resolution mechanisms associated with a stronger domestic rule of law, peacebuilders can attempt to foster an environment in which armed conflict is not needed as an outside option to settle grievances.
Related, peacekeeping can provide needed monitoring and security guarantees during implementation when earlier diplomatic involvement would have lacked much ability to provide lasting influence in the post-conflict environment. As mentioned above, coordination issues can prevent UN diplomatic engagement from having a long-term impact on the viability of peace. The authorization of peacekeeping entails that many concerns for coordination have been resolved with the tangible commitment of monitoring and security guarantees. Moreover, the deployment of a peacekeeping operation establishes a focal entity-the mission and its SRSG-that is responsible for the post-conflict peace and thereby facilitates the necessary coordination. So, we should expect that diplomatic engagement that is actually followed by peacekeeping should have a greater potential to contribute to lasting peace.
Also, mission deployments during the post-conflict period provide clearer, costly signals about the Security Council's commitment to upholding a given peace when only half measures were used during the conflict. If a peacekeeping mission is authorized, the tangible commitment of resources helps reduce the uncertainty about the extent to which the UNSC is committed to fostering peace. Note, however, that such a commitment of resources is unlikely to eliminate completely the uncertainty, as lingering questions regarding the sustainability of the effort in the face of adversity can persist. The argument here is simply that peacekeeping helps signal some information about the international community's willingness to engage beyond rather noisy token declarations of concern.
Peacekeeping Hypothesis: UN involvement of each type will perform better at securing lasting peace when peacekeepers deploy to the post-conflict environment.
Research Design
To period. An armed conflict episode occurs when there is a dispute that involves at least one government actor and results in 25 battle-related fatalities in a year. The data used for this study include interstate conflicts, intrastate conflicts and internationalized civil conflicts. 1 Post-conflict periods enter into being at risk for conflict relapse in the first month after a conflict episode has ended and then exit the risk set the month after a subsequent conflict episode. The data are observed in discrete monthly intervals because this allows for information on the specific timing of conflict onsets and terminations, as well as on Security Council resolutions. 4 With binary time-series cross-sectional data, I use bivariate probit estimation, as specified below.
After a conflict relapse and then subsequent termination of the new armed conflict, states become at risk for another conflict relapse with the event time reset. Since the existence of prior failures potentially influences the fragility of peace in later post-conflict periods, the models include the number previous episodes as a covariate. This allows the risk of relapse to be conditional upon prior failures. States can also be in multiple conflicts at the same time, as, for example, India at one time was fighting eight different armed conflicts. In such cases, each different conflict enters into the risk set separately. In this way, the potential for, say, India's return to violence against Pakistan over Kashmir is considered separately from India's return to armed conflict in Nagaland.
To account for the correlation across observations that involve the same state, robust standard errors that adjust for clustering on the country are generated. In terms of control variables, the models include post-conflict UNSC involvement, so that the involvement during conflict can be separated from the involvement after conflict has abated. I thus include measures of whether a UNSC resolution involving each type of action has been issued since the close of the previous conflict episode and within the past year. The models also account for non-UN involvement, since the absence of strong UN involvement could indicate no substantive third-party activity or it could indicate the involvement of a non-UN entity. I use the IMI data to 9 Only missions that fall under the purview of the UN, regional security organizations or coalitions are considered as peacekeeping missions since forces from single states, such as the Russian "peacekeepers" in South Ossetia and Abkhazia, often lack consent from the state to which they deploy or are otherwise motivated by dubious intentions.
code for any militarized interventions by a regional organization or multinational force during the last twelve months of the previous armed-conflict episode. It is also important to control for whether the conflict is interstate or intrastate in nature, since there is quite a bit of heterogeneity between the conflict dynamics of each type. 10 I additionally control for how precarious the conflict situation is through three variables. The first is the measure of conflict intensity of the previous conflict episode from the Armed Conflict Data, essentially distinguishing those episodes that reached the level of 1000 battle-related fatalities and those that did not. The second is a measure of conflict history, which should provide a sense for how fragile peace is in a particular state. The measure of conflict history is defined to include built-in decay so that it declines in value as long as no new conflicts occur. I set the exponential decay rate such that the half life of the conflict history variable is ten years. 11 Third, I include a measure of the duration of the previous armed conflict episode, which can account for variation in how difficult the previous episode was to bring to a close in the first place. As an additional control variable, the number of previous recurrences is included because the risk of relapse is likely contingent on the number of previous relapses. Finally, I include a cubic polynomial of the natural log of the time at risk is included in order to account for time dependence and to allow the baseline propensity for recurrence to vary with some flexibility (Carter and Signorino 2010) .
Like other studies of third-party involvement Gilligan and Ser-10 The results are generally consistent if the models are run on split samples of interstate and intrastate conflicts, although the estimation for some of the models fails to converge because of the decrease in sample size and lack of sufficient information in the data.
11 That is, when a conflict erupts, the conflict history variable increases by one unit in the following period and, in each subsequent period, a fraction of the previous conflict history is lost such that the conflict history variable In specifying the models, a number of variables are included in the equations for the UN actions but not the ultimate outcome equations. These are exogenous sources of variation for the UN activity and are important for proper identification of the simultaneous equations models. The first two variables identified as candidates to be in the involvement-type equations are dummy variables for the Cold War period (pre-1990) and P-5 participation in the conflict. These variables primarily shape the variation in UNSC actions and are not likely to have direct effects on the propensity for conflict to recur. Another set of variables consists of the counts of the number of UNSC resolutions worldwide with each type of involvement in the previous year. These variables measure general proclivity for the UNSC to take certain actions, which has fluctuated greatly over time. While it is likely that UNSC action will co-vary with the amount of previous involvements worldwide, a link between previous involvements and the duration of peace is not obvious. A final set of variables included only in the first equation consists of regional dummy variables, since the UNSC tends to be more active in certain regions than others (Beardsley and Schmidt 2012), but it is not clear how regional classification would predispose the conflicts to different peace durations.
In addition to these variables that are included in the involvement equations but not the outcome equation, I also include the intensity, duration and interstate variables in both equations because they are likely to directly affect both the ability for the UNSC to act and the propensity for recurrence.
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Bivariate probit models that are very similar to the ones above are also run to examine how UN involvement affects the way in which the conflicts end. The dependent variable in these models is an indicator of whether the armed conflicts ended in a ceasefire according to the UCDP termination data (Kreutz 2010) . One of the principal struggles that the UNSC faces is to encourage myopic agreements that are not self-enforcing. A mere ceasefire arrangement that is neither a formal peace treaty nor a victory for one of the belligerents represents a common form of a stop-gap solution that should be more common when there is short-term third-party pressure to halt the violence.
The intent then is to see if the UNSC is more likely to encourage such termination outcomes, which would more fully explain any struggles to promote durable peace. The independent variables in these models are specified like those that look at the risk of relapse, except that the post-conflict 12 The conflict history and count of the number of previous episodes are not included in the equation for UN involvement types because they help account for heterogeneity in conflict proneness and also interdependence among the observations but are not likely to much shape the propensity for the UN to become involved independently from the intensity of the conflict, which is included in both equations. When these two variables are included in the first equations, the results confirm that they are statistically insignificant.
variables are omitted because the post-conflict environment is causally subsequent to the outcome process (ceasefire) in this case.
Results Table 1 presents the bivariate probit models of how each type of involvement affects the risk of conflict relapse.
13 The "action" variable and its interactions change from model to model, and they correspond to the activities listed at the top of the respective columns.
14 With the threeway interaction between the action variable, the length of peace and peacekeeping, the coefficients themselves are not easily amenable to testing the hypotheses. We can get a sense for both the statistical and substantive effects by calculating the relative risk ratios of recurrence with different profiles of Security Council involvement during the previous conflict. Using the respective models, and differentiating between the effects with and without post-conflct peacekeeping, Figure 1 presents the ratios between the propensity for recurrence with each type of involvement in place and the propensity without any UN involvement over time. 15 In essence, these are the hazard ratios associated with each profile of UN involvement, calculated for different lengths of time after a conflict episode has ended. Values greater than one indicate that recurrence is more likely and values less than one indicate that recurrence is less likely.
To start, we see in Figure 1 that the use of force has a statistically significant and positive 13 The results for the full models that include the equations for the types of action chosen can be found in the online appendix.
14 The "other action" variable and its interactions thus also change from model to model. effect on the stability of peace in the long run, but not in the short run.
16 Substantively, we see that the risk of relapse ten years after an episode has ended falls by about 33% when the UNSC authorized some form of force during the armed conflict. Keeping in mind that almost all cases in which the UNSC authorized force also involved post-episode peacekeeping, this comports well with the peacekeeping hypothesis.
In support of the diplomatic engagement hypothesis, we observe, without peacekeeping, that Security Council resolutions that include authorizations or calls for diplomatic activity are less likely to experience recurrence in the period immediately after conflict termination, but the peaceful dividend fades over time. In fact, after ten years, the armed conflicts that experienced diplomatic engagement without peacekeeping are actually more likely to recur. This corroborates well the effects of mediation found in other research (Beardsley 2008 (Beardsley , 2011a . While a third party like the UN can help the disputants identify settlements that are mutually preferable to conflict in the immediate sense, such settlements are less likely to prove durable given the problems with coordinated follow-through that the UN faces when becoming diplomatically involved as a peacemaker.
Without the ability to provide credible and indefinite security guarantees or continual engagement, the Secretariat and special commissions will have only limited success in helping the disputants find an arrangement that can endure without third-party involvement.
While diplomatic engagement without peacekeeping has an attenuating effect on peace durability, the involvement of peacekeeping in the post-conflict setting appears to mitigate the attenuating effect but also appears to mitigate the short-term positive effectiveness of diplomatic engagement that we observed in the absence of peacekeeping. When diplomatic engagement occurs during a 16 To calculate the long-term effect, we mush consider both the coefficient on the action variable, as well as the coefficient on its interaction with post-conflict peace time.
conflict episode and is followed by peacekeeping, the risk of relapse does not much change. It is likely that a selection effect could explain the null finding. Peacekeeping is more likely to occur in the most difficult conflicts (Fortna 2008; Gilligan and Stedman 2003; Mullenbach 2005) , which means that the cases with diplomatic engagement and peacekeeping have a baseline likelihood of relapse that is greater than those without peacekeeping. In this way, diplomatic engagement could still be reducing the relapse of conflict in the short-run, but we are not observing it because of the selection effect. The current model is able to account for the non-random assignment of diplomatic engagement but not also the non-random assignment of peacekeeping. Future research might better assess the role of diplomatic engagement when it is followed by peacekeeping.
The results from the model that examines the effect of sanctions supports both the leverage hypothesis and the peacekeeping hypothesis. That is, we see that sanctions in the absence of peacekeeping lead to long-term instability by five years after an episode has ended, which supports the leverage hypothesis. Again, we see an attenuation effect in which UNSC involvement does well in the short run but not in the long run. With peacekeeping, the attenuating effect of sanctions vanishes, and the long-term propensity for relapse actually continues to decline. This suggests that peacekeeping can continue to provide incentives for peace after a conflict that ended with heavy-handed third-party involvement.
The results pertaining to the use of condemnations are also consistent with the expectations, as no statistically significant effect is present when such half measures are issued, with or without peacekeeping. Less anticipated are the findings pertaining to other involvement. Such involvement is associated with long-term peace with or without peacekeeping. A full understanding of why this would be the case must be left to future research. One possible explanation is that when the UNSC issues resolutions that fall into this other category, it is often doing something of substance and not necessarily issuing token gestures of concern. These resolutions that do not involve the other four types of activity considered here do not occur very often, even though most resolutions include some form of empty statement of the value of peace. Some of these resolutions in the other category involve the formation of sanctions committees while others include special instructions to a UN body or clarifications on a matter. That is, these resolutions in some cases are indicative of the UN being involved in the peace processes in multifaceted ways, and perhaps in ways that are more sustainable than pure applications of leverage.
In general, the results confirm many of the expectations described above. In particular, the UNSC appears to not much be able to secure long-term peace with its actions during conflict unless those actions are followed by peacekeeping in the post-conflict environment. The arguments focused on how third parties such as the UN are prone to promote arrangements to end hostilities that are not self enforcing. The third party might do this through being heavy handed and pushing for a reduction of hostilities that crucially depends on the outside pressure, or through providing assistance that requires coordination from the negotiation to the implementation stage. To get a clearer picture of these mechanisms, Table 2 presents the results from bivariate probit models with each conflict as the unit of analysis and the termination of an episode via ceasefire as the ultimate outcome measure. The results confirm that UN actions such as sanctions and diplomatic engagement have positive relationships with mere ceasefires, which is notable because these types of involvement also had the strongest attenuating effects. Note, however that UN involvement that was placed in the "other" category is also strongly associated with ceasefires, yet we did not see an attenuating effect. Again, future research should uncover what the UN is specifically doing in these "other" cases.
Conclusion
This paper has argued and demonstrated that UN Security Council action during conflict shapes the durability of post-conflict peace. In the absence of peacekeeping, diplomatic engagement and sanctions tend to reduce the potential for conflict relapse in the first few years after conflict but do not appear to have much effect on long-term stability. In the long run, UN peacemakers can find it difficult to coordinate responsibilities with actors responsible for peacekeeping, peacebuilding and other sustained engagement, and pressure during conflict is typically not sustainable after conflict because of the free rider problem in the production of impure public goods. This is also seen in how UNSC actions such as sanctions and diplomatic engagement tend to promote mere ceasefires as the means to terminate conflict, which are really stop-gap measures that are less likely to fully resolve the issues in contention than, say, formal peace agreements or victory by either side.
Peacekeeping, however, appears to mitigate some of these causes of an attenuating effect, as sanctions help reduce the long-term fragility of peace when peacekeeping operations deploy after conflict has abated. Moreover, the use of force, which is almost always followed by peacekeeping, appears to reduce the propensity for conflict relapse in the long run. These findings suggest that the presence of a peacekeeping operation serves as a bridge from the involvement during conflict to the involvement after conflict and can help maintain the incentives of the actors to abide by their agreements reached under the influence of UN leverage. That is, when peacekeeping missions deploy, they ensure that the combatants are not quickly left with a different set of incentives than what they experienced when negotiating the settlement.
Peacekeeping is thus one way for the UN and the greater international community to protect their investments and keep up much needed pressure after earlier leverage was brought to bear.
This of course is both good news and bad news, as the dependence on peacekeeping is itself only a temporary fix to the self-enforcing-peace problem. The UN and greater international community are thus right to focus on more multidimensional aspects of peacebuilding during peacekeeping deployments. The hope is that such activities can get all the necessary stakeholders to buy into a durable arrangement before the peacekeepers exit and leave the original former combatants to their own devices.
The findings also confirm that condemnations have little effect on the propensity for recurrence.
These types of action struggle to have much of an effect because of the cheap-talk problem. The use of naming and shaming during conflict does not have a noticeable effect on the willingness for actors to return to conflict. Such condemnations, however, are not necessarily meaningless;
presumably these condemnations are part of a broader agenda for the Security Council members to shape the conversation of what is and is not unacceptable international behavior. 
